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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code 102 not included in this action 
can be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Ozaki et al. (US 
2001/0031658). 

Claim 3: Ozaki discloses 

• a plurality of symbol strips each having a plurality of symbols (paragraph 27); 

• a plurality of annular bodies to which each of the symbol strips are annularly 
attached (paragraph 27); 

• an LCD panel provided in front of the plurality of annular bodies and configured 
to electronically display an image concerning a game (fig. 1, item 2); and 

• a light source configured to illuminate the symbols from a slanting direction of a 
front of the symbols, 

• wherein the plurality of annular bodies are formed to reflect light from the light 
source in a direction of the LCD panel. 
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The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code 103 not included in this action 
can be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1, 3, 4, 6, 9 and 12-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Inoue (US 2004/0038726) in view of Ozaki et al. (US 
2001/0031658). 

Inoue discloses a gaming machine with lights behind the symbols to illuminate 
the symbols to provide better visibility to the player. 

Ozaki discloses providing a gaming machine with a front display provided 
between the player and the reels. 

Claims 1, 4: Inoue discloses 

• a plurality of symbol strips each having a plurality of symbols (paragraph 27); 

• a plurality of annular bodies to which each of the symbol strips are annularly 
attached (paragraph 27); 

• image display means provided in front of the plurality of annular bodies and 
configured to display an image concerning a game (fig. 1 , item 2) ; and 

• a light source configured to illuminate the symbols from behind the symbols 
(paragraph 29), 

• wherein the plurality of annular bodies are made transparent or semitransparent 
for transmitting light from the light source in a direction of the image display 
means (paragraph 29). 
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One of ordinary skill in the art would have found the combination of Inoue and Ozaki 
obvious to provide more player appeal. Ozaki discloses LCD and EL panels to produce 
graphics which are pleasing to the eye. Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention would have found it obvious to modify Inoue with Ozaki to provide 
more appealing graphics to the player. 

The term "one piece" may be interpreted as two elements connected together to form 
one piece. 

Claims 3, 6: Inoue discloses 

• a plurality of symbol strips each having a plurality of symbols (paragraph 27); 

• a plurality of annular bodies to which each of the symbol strips are annularly 
attached (paragraph 27); 

• image display means provided in front of the plurality of annular bodies and 
configured to display an image concerning a game (fig. 1 , item 2); and 

Inoue does not explicitly disclose 

• a light source configured to illuminate the symbols from a slanting direction of a 
front of the symbols, 

• wherein the plurality of annular bodies are formed to reflect light from the light 
source in a direction of the image display means. 
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Instead, Inoue teaches a gaming machine that includes a light source configured 
to illuminate the symbols from behind the reels to allow the symbols to be noticeably 
visible to the player (paragraph 27-29). In an analogous reference, Ozaki teaches a light 
source configured to illuminate the symbols from a slanting direction [in] front of the 
symbols (fig. 2, item 29). It would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art to 
illuminate the symbols in this way to light the symbols such that the user may see the 
symbols better and know quickly if a winning combination has occurred. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art at the time of the instant 
invention to modify Inoue with a light source from a slanting direction to increase player 
appeal. 

Claims 7, 8: Inoue discloses a gaming machine wherein the annular body is 
formed in white color plastic (paragraph 58). 

Claim 9: Inoue discloses wherein the at least one light source is a plurality of light 
sources (fig. 3). 

Claims 12-15: Inoue does not explicitly teach wherein front display means is a 
liquid crystal display, however it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to use a liquid crystal display because it provides various overlapping patterns with 
good visibility and a high game selection capability to a player (abstract) as taught by 
analogous reference Ozaki. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one or ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the instant invention to modify Inoue with overlapping LCD 
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screen to provide various overlapping patterns with good visibility and a high game 
selection capability to a player. 

Claims 16 and 17: Inoue fails to explicitly disclose a light source as described in the 
instant specification. Instead, Inoue discloses a light source within the reel housing as 
well as a monitor that may be used as a light source. In an analogous reference, Ozaki 
teaches a light source between an LCD panel and the reels (Ozaki, fig. 2) to provide 
back lighting for the LCD and to illuminate the reels. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have seen the benefit of modifying Inoue as modified by Ozaki with two light 
sources between an LCD and the reels to further provide better backlighting for the LCD 
and to further illuminate the reels. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one or 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the instant invention to modify Inoue with two light 
sources between the LCD panel and reels to provide better backlighting and illumination 
of the reels. 

Claims 10, and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Inoue (US 2004/0038726) in view of Ozaki et al. (US 2001/0031658). 

Claims 1 0 and 1 1 : Inoue does not explicitly teach wherein the structure of the 
annular bodies are described. Instead, it would have been an obvious matter of design 
choice to have the annular bodies of Inoue built as described in claims 10 and 1 1 since 
the Applicant has not disclosed that such an arrangement would offer any advantage 
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and appears that the gaming machine of Inoue would perform equally well with an 
annular body as recited in claims 10 and 1 1 . Therefore, it would have been obvious 
design choice to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Inoue with each annular body with two rims and an indicia strip between the two rims. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the pending claims have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ANDREW KIM whose telephone number is (571)272- 
1691 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xuan Thai can be reached on 571-272-7147. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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